Best Available Copy 



•JUL-S6-S007 13:19 From: 



To:USPTO 



Serial No. 10/775,258 

Response to Office Action dated September 27, 2006 
Tom Campbell - Inventor 



Remarks 



The Final Office Action dated September 27, 2006 has been received and 
carefully noted. Applicants previously filed a Response, but received a Notice of 
Non-Compliant Amendment dated April 4, 2007 as a result of an improper page 
breal< between the amended claims and Applicants' remarks. Afjplicants have 
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tent response 
iime (attached 



corrected this error in the instant response and submit that the cu 
is timely, as this response is filed with a three month extension of 
hereto). 

In response to the Final Office Action dated Septemllpr 27, 2006. 
Applicants request entry and consideration of the above noted amendments and 
the following remarl<s. Applicants have previously submitted herewith a Petition 
for extension of time Under 37 CFR §1.136 and the appropriate fe^to render this 
Response timely and acceptable to the Office. Claims 1. 2, 4-6 
been amended, claims 7, 8, and 11 have been cancelled, and nev 



have been presented. Applicants submit that no new matler has been 



introduced, and therefore, claims 1-6. 9-10, and 12-14 are 
submitted for consideration herein. 

On page 2 of the Office Action, claims 1-4 and 9-11 were 
35 use §1 03(a) as being obvious over Grob (US Patent No. 1 
Gibson (US Patent No. 6,520.729) in view of Erismann (U 



3,400,671). The Office Action took the position that the cited c ombination of 



, and 1 0 have 
/ claims 12-14 



{pending and 

ejected under 
,'783.363) and 
5 Patent No. 



references renders Applicants' claims 1-4 and 9-11 obvious, AppI 
the rejection and respectfully submit that the rejected claims recite 
that is not taught, shown, or othenwise suggested by the cited prior 

Applicants' independent claim 1 recites a system for centralifeed transfer of 
cargo to and from rail cars that includes a palletized cargo contain^. The cargo 
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container is expressly recited as including a base, two side w^lls extending 
upward from said base, and a platform secured to said side wallsl The system 



further includes a pneumatically retractable conveyor positioned in 
rail car so that the palletized cargo container Is movable on said 
retractable conveyor. The retractable conveyor positioned in the 



the floor of the 
pneumatically 
^oor of the rail 



car allows for freight to be moved Into the car and then secured th^irein simply by 
retracting the conveyor and allowing the cargo container to ^it (frictionally 
engaged) on the floor of the rail car. 

Applicants' independent claim 10 recites a cargo container system that 
includes a rail car having a retractable conveyor positioned in the floor, and a 
palletized cargo container specifically adapted for shipping cargo In the rail car. 
The container includes a base, two side walls extending upward fi bm said base, 
a platform secured to said side walls, and an open top, wherein the rail car has a 
conveyor means on the floor thereof; and wherein the palletized cargo container 
is movable on said retractable conveyor Again, the retractable conveyor 
positioned in the floor of the rail car allows for freight to be movstl into the car 
and then secured therein simply by retracting the conveyor anij allowing the 
cargo container to sit (frictionally engaged) on the floor of the rail car. 

Gmb teaches a rail car having anti-friction ball casters (28) the floor and 
sides thereof to facilitate movement of freight therein. There is rto mention (or 
suggestion) that the castors are in any way retractable in Grog, G ibson teaches 
a freight container (1) which has a plurality of cells (7) each foij containing a 
discrete load and a conveyor (10) for conveying loads between ccijils (7). Plural 



discrete loads are loaded into the container (1) and the loads 



amongst the cells (7) according to the destinations of the indivic'ual loads and 
then each individual load is conveyed to its allocated cell (7). . There is no 
mention (or suggestion) that the conveyors are in any way retractable in Gibson 



6- 



are allocated 
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Ensmann teaches a pallet stacking arrangement with no conveyors or castors 
whatsoever. 

Therefore, none of the cited prior art references teachjjs, shows, or 



suggests the pneumatically retractable conveyor positioned in the 



car so that the palletized cargo container is movable (and secur^ble when the 
conveyor is retracted) thereon, as recited in each of Applicants'! claims. The 
retractable conveyor positioned in the floor of the rail car allows for freight to be 
moved into the car (rolled on the conveyor) and then secured in the rail car 
simply by retracting the conveyor and allowing the cargo ccrntainer to sit 
(frictionally engaged) on the floor of the rail car (as normal palietized freight 
would generally sit and be secured) where it can no longer roll. a|i' the conveyor 
is retracted into the floor. None of the cited prior art references t^ach, show, or 

,of Applicants' 
9-10, and 12- 



ijloor of the rail 



even suggest this limitation (which is expressly included in each 
claims), and therefore. Applicants submit that each of claims 1-6, 
14 recites subject matter that is not taught, shown, or othenn/ise suggested by the 
cited prior art, when taken alone or in combination. Therefore, rsconsideration 
and withdrawal of the rejection is respectfully requested. ! 

On page 3 of the Office Action, claim 5 was rejected uhder 35 (JSC 
§1 03(a) over Grob, Gibson, and Ensmann, further in view of Lee^h (US Patent 
No. 1,830,740). Similarly, claim 6 was rejected under 35 USCi§l03(a) over 
Grob, Gibson, and Ensmann. further in view of Hester (US Patent No. 
2,102.844). On page 4, claim 7 and 8 were rejected under 35 US(? §103(a) over 
Grob. Gibson, and Ensmann, further in view of Nome (US Patent hp. 3,834,582). 
However, none of the references cited in support of these § \03 rejections 
teaches the palletized cargo container recited in Applicants' claims, wherein the 
cargo container is loaded into a rail car that has a pneumatics jly retractable 
conveyor positioned in the floor of the rail car. As noted above, he retractable 
conveyor allows for the cargo container (or containers) to be loaded with the 



7- 



PA6E7/10*RCVDAT7l26/20073:49:34PM[EastimDayligMTiine]*SVR:USPTO{FXRF-3/9*DM 



Best Available Copy 



•JUL-S6-S007 13: E0 From: 



To:USPTO 



P. 8^10 



Serial No. 10/775,258 

Response lo orilce Action dated September 27, 2006 
Tom Campbell - Inventor 



conveyor is extended from the floor of the rail car, and then 
retracted into the floor to allow the cargo container to sit secured 
the rail car for transport. None of the cited prior art references 
or suggests this limitation, and as such, reconsideration and 
rejection of the claims Is respectfully requested. 

In conclusion. Applicant submits that each of claims 1-6, 9 
recites subject matter that is not taught, shown, or otherwise 
cited combination of prior art references cited by the examiner 
Applicant submits that the cited combination of references fails to 
suggest a pneumatically retractable conveyor positioned in the 
for use on conjunction with a palletized cargo container. As 
submits that the cited references, when taken alone or in 
anticipate or render obvious the subject matter recited in each 
claims 1-6» 9-10, and 12-14. Therefore, reconsideration and wit 
rejection of claims 1-6. 9-10. and 12-14 is respectfully requested. 



Respectfully-submitted, 
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